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a iP ers > or something ]-;j;o them, 1 


. New York i/PMVith a broad ’n. 
grin, William F. jiuckJey Jr ! L.-, , - -- 

editor, revealed yesterday U !;m ' hcen wnUon. There- 
publieation in his Rational Fe- 1 1°' % °‘‘ K C0!1e]lllc]es that the 
view of so-called secret Vietnam; - ' ras rot ^al 
documents mas a hoax. < 


; Mr. Buckley said the docu- 
ments wore composed by editors !good ad '’ice. 


nihilo”- 


of ilie magazine 
out of nothing. 

Intended Purpose Cited 
The intended purpose, Mr. 


— - , . j j , -.v. t.o authors of 
Buckley told a news conference, documents could not 
Z S '»“ rai . 8 in regard ^riling them. One flatly cL m - 

- »>*■ -» 

.are not composed of income^-! J '° l hie 1 ust 1 u-.-On 
• 'It was not th 


desciibed as radical conserve 
tivc. 

Referring to the secret do r -u- 
rnent hoax, Mr. Buckley saim 
Ibc idea arose at an editorial 
meeting two 'weeks ago. We 
v.'ere discussing the Pentagon 
papers as released and th e fact 
{!% Were icleo]o g i caliy tendon 

A in fact, initiated the ideal 
said, Hey, team, what do voul 
tmnk about this-?’ We were' 

,, , - vt , lcmai ' kin g on the point Maxwell 

lhc hoax came after suspicion CC made the papers 

arsons list- " CK: fr Vff 

Cj Crifccl J, i/OJii’ J 



- the Pen ta- 
gonand the CIA gave LB J -bad 
advice, but that BBJ didn’t lake' 


Mr. Buckley’s rcvelat 


ion of 


olio] IJ t. JUJI 

aiose vvno.ii several parsons list- 


ed 


j tents . . . that forged documents 1 Jt v ' 
j would be widely accepted a.s : sta S cd 


by the 45-yea r-okl M 


die printed. «w e reasoned" that others at 
recall | that time saw what was actually 
nemsa; happening and gave appropriate, 
;cift\jce lo tiie government, Y/e 
| (bon created them. That step 

first put-on | cclifoi’s?”^' ^ N ° fhml *«*» 


Jwe wouldn’t be . 

day. The point is that the pa-1 


been followed, j 1 '.-"'-**' - m iy.j, ,(_> luemcr 
in Vietnam to-jhis political outlook, which ho 


. ■<- i) tieeepwu as me ‘J.J-.VCiU-OKI iV,r. I M,. . , . 

genuine provided their content Uucklcy, brother of New York’s 'hand 'in • fcSI , c 1 i e I had 8 
was inherently plausible . . . conservative Senator James I i m ^ P ° S,r ^. lhe . fa,se 
Hat the challenge in Southeast Buckley. J„ mtS '"l *r 

Asia was an aspect of the global ley ran unsuccessfully for mavor what. *“ S 1 v,rofe 

l&TRA toe V ' est » 1301 a : 1 0 f f , Ncw , y i °. rk - strinKing together On July lfi, Mr. BuckPy went 
'■ J , du f • ' I on S anti htue-known words, but on, the marine Swi rnon 

Later, Mr. Buckley fold a re-: s ^mni)ng up by saying (hat if letters “to our do«sl friends 
por er at his Manhattan aparl-j^ed he would “demand a re- and support of Nal Lai™. 

, . I™' VICW advising (hem of what we 

I II the advice given in the' Mr. Buckley founded the Na- were doing.” 

(magazine had been followed, (fionai Review in 1031 to further Several subscribers have been 

contacted but said I hey had no' 
received such a letter. 

“Invited Discovery” 

“We mentioned a lot of people’ 
rye didn’t have to mention,” Mr. 
Buckley said, “in that sense we 
invited discovery. Wo couldn’t 
have been • surprised if within 
■two hours after it appeared it 
had been called a hoax. We were 
more surprised than anybody at 
reading , . . that not even Dean 
Busk had been able to deny what 
was printed.” 

Asked if the magazine planned 
any future capers, Mr. Buckley 
leplied: “Maybe we should re-, 


- 1/ — II v I_u, 

veal die deliberations 


< Y"„ — * " i “ i " of the 

• central Committee of the Peo- 
ple’s Republic of China after 
me meeting with Kissinger:” 

In his news conference, Mr 
Buckley said: “Co-operat'ion 
from government officials was 
^ jipr sought." 

1 hose who will want to ones- 
tion the methods we used in 
order to. make our demonstration 
may proceed to do so,” Mr. 
Buckley’s news conference state- 
-ment said. “Wc. admit that wc 
proceeded in 
.ethical vaccum. 


something of an 
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Oriiliam F. Buckley Jr. 
revealed ‘Wednesday that publica- 
tion in his h a t i on al .tvcview o: so- 
called secret Vietnam documents 
mas a hoax. 

Buckley said the documents were 
composed by editors oi tne magazine 
"ox nihilo" out- of nothing. 

The intended purpos 


Buckley 
s de- 


tbkl a news conference, was to 
monstratc in regard to the earlier 
Pentagon papers "that the .Pentagon 
and the CIA are not composed of in- 
competents. . . that forged doc- 
uments would be widely accepted as 
genuine provided their content was 
inherently 'plausible: . . that the 
challenge in Southeast. Asia was an 
aspect of the global challenge to the 
West, not a focal affair." " . ■ 

'Must ri'.ivo Been Written' 
Later; Buckley told a reporter at 
his Manhattan apartment: "If the 
advice given in the magazine had 


been followed, wo 


wouldn’t bo in 


Vietnam today. The point is that the 
papers, or something ‘like them, 
-must have been written. Therefore, 
one concludes that the difficulty was 
■ not that the Pentagon and the CIA 
} gave LBJ bad advice., but that J..13J 
didn’t lake good advice." 

. Buckley’s revelation of the hoax 
came ■ after suspicion arose when 
severe! persons listed as authors of 
the printed documents couldn’t ro- 
: call writing them. One flatly denied 
authorship credited to his name, 

■ Buckley, 45, is the brother of New 
York's Conservative Son, James. L, 
Buckley; 

Buckley founded the Na- 
tional Review in 1954 to 
further his political out- 
look, which he described 
as radical-conservative. 

Referring to the secret- 
document hoax, Buckley 
said: "The idea arose at an . 
editorial m e c t i n g two 
weeks ago yester d a y 
(Monday). We were dis- 
cussing the Pentagon pa- 
pers as released and the 
fact they were ideological- 
ly UiiKlentiou 


"I, in fact, initialed the 
idea. .1 . said, ’Key, team, 
what do you think about 
this — v 1 We were peamark- 
ing on the point Maxwell 
Taylor made that the pa- 
pers were fragmentary. 

"\Ve reasoned that oth- 
ers e.t that time saw what 
was actually happening 
and gave appropriate ad- ■ 
vice to the government. 
We then, created them, 
That step was easy for Na- 
tional Review editors." 

' Buckley said lie had a 
hand in .composing the 
false, d o c u m e n 1 s, but 
.would not say who on the 
magazine's staff w r o t e 
-what. 

On July IS, Buckley 
went on/ the magazine 
mailed 8.00f) letters to our 
closest mends and suppor- 
ters of National Review 
advising them of what wo 
were doing." 

Not Received 

Several subscribers have 
been contacted but said 
they had not received such 
a letter. 

"Vvc mentioned a lot of 
people we didn't have to 
.mention," Buckley said. 
,: In that sense, we invited 
discovery. "Ye .wouldn't 
have been surprised if 


wham 

appear; 


tv. o 
id it 


hours 
had be 


after it 
mn call- 
ed a hoax. \Yc were more 
surprised than anybody at 


reao. mg . . 
Bean Rusk 
to deny w 
ed." 

■Asked if 
•jiiannc-a 


that not even 
had been able 


Buckler 


» ■' in 1 v> o tV : > y i o. 
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ny future capers, 
replied: "Maybe 
we should reveal the de- 
liberations of the Central 
Committee of the Peoples 
Republic of China ^ after 
the meeting with Kissin- 

g0)’," 

In his news conference, 
Buckley said: :! Coopera- 
tion from government offi- 
ciate was neither given 
nor sought, 

"Those who will want to 
question the methods wo 
used in order to make our 
demonstration may pro- 
ceed to do so. Wo. a Clinic 
l h a t we proceeded _ in 
something . of an ethical 
vacuum. I 

"The New York Times 
noted us that it is 


permissible traffic in 
h tblen ‘documents. But 
they have not yet instruct- 
ed us on whether it is per- 
missible to traffic in 
forged clceumonis. ft is re- 
ported that the editors ere 
divided on the issue. 

"I take the opportunity 
to point out that there 
were no personal victims 
of the National Review pa- 
pers, but, : we like _to_ be- 
hove, many beneficiaries. 

Tails of .Decision 

"Not wishing to protract, 
beyond the point of useful- 
ness, the deception, I de- 
cided this morning, have 
consulted with my col- 
leagues, to advise you of 
1 he character of the doc- 
uments, their provenance 
and the purpose they 
sought to serve, and have 
served." 

Buckley root with news- 
men as he and his wife ar- 
rived at Kennedy Airport 
from Seattle. 

Printed under l he title, 
"The Secret Papers They 
Didn't Publish," the mem- 
oranda ine.lude/1 des- 
patches attributed to .for- 
mer ’ Secretary of State 
Beall Rusk, the CIA and 
others, relating to the 
Vietnam war. Most were 
dated in the early 1080s. 

Daniel J. Boorstin, now 
director of the National 
Museum of History and 
Technology in Washing- 
ton, D.C.’,' repudiated Wed- 
nesday a 1953 memo that 
National Review said he 
had prepared, .in coopera- 
tion- with the Com ■ n it tee' 
of Historians and Cultural 
Anthropologists. 


"I don't recall, it at all, 
.Radford said, in Washing 
ton. The National Rovievj 
had said in the issue -ha 
it obtained the documents 
from an unnamed soured 
who made them available 
"in protest against what 
the informant held to be 
distorted impressions con- 
n-eyed 'by 'the documents 
'published in the New York 
Times," a reference to the 
P e magon p a pars. 

Buckley said the view of 
the Pentagon and the. CIA. 
as incompetents was "the 
unwarranted conclusion to 
which many Ameiicans 
and non-Americans were 
led by the fragmentary 
revelations of the New 
York Times and Washing- 
ton Post.'; 

The f a ] s o documents 
further were published 
with the intention of de- 
monstrating, ha said, "that 
tforqecl documents would 
be ividevy adopted as gen- 
uine provided their con- 
tent was inherently ulausi- 
ble." 

Buckley went on to say 
that llio magazine's report 
was "inherently plausible" 
because it advanced the 
theories that "the chal- 
lenge in South IctclS t Asia 
was an aspect of the global 
challenge to the West, not 
a local affair.” 

The ■ false documents, 
Buckley said, wore .Intend- 
ed to demonstrate "that 
North Vietnam had to be 
neutralized before South 
Vietnam could be Iran- 
quiltzcd," and that "only 
hard and conclusive action 
against North Vietnam, as 


.Contacted at hi? home in distinguished from mere, 
Washington, B o o rsti ti mental escalation, would 


said: "l ean tell you I did 
not write that document, i 
have never heard of that 
committee." 

Meanwhile, Acini. Ar- 
thur W. Radford, chair- 
man of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff under President 
Dwight D. Eisenhower,, 
joined three others, to 
whom National Review at- 
tributed documents, by 
saying he could not recall 
a 1954 memorandum he 
supposedly wrote rocom- 


)us. 'has instructed us that it is bonding employment v* . . . 1Jbo „ 
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continued 


of 


accomplish tins purpose 
and minimize v American 
casualties." 

Also intended to be de- 
monstrated, he said, was 
"that a knowledges of the 
American character is fun- 
damental to any strategic 
calculation and that Amer- 
icans do not know how to 
handle long, slow wars." 

Several of the National 
Review's papers warned 
against a prolonged li.fi. 
involvement in Vietnam, 
others dealt with the Nr- 
Liberation Front 
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1;. ■ Ralnh ’L. Stavins 

The article that follows is part of The 

Planning of the Vietnam-War, a study 
by members of the Institute of Policy 
Studies in Washington,' including 
Richard J. Barnet, Marcus Raskin, and 
Ralph Stavins.* In their introduction 
to the study, the authors write: 

"In early 1970, Marcus Raskin con- 
ceived the idea of a study that would 
explain how the Vietnam disaster hap- 


I 




At the end of March, 1961, the CIA 
circulated a National Intelligence Esti- 
mate on the situation in South Viet- 
nam. This paper advised Kennedy that 
Diem was a tyrant who was confronted 
with two sources of discontent, the 
non-Communist loyal opposition and 


pened by analyzing , the planning of the ■ the Viet Cong. The two problems were 


c 


War. A group of investigators directed 
by Ralph Stavins concentrated on 
finding out who did the actual plan- 
ning that led to the decisions to bomb 
North Vietnam, to introduce over a 
half-million troops into South Viet- 
nam, to defoliate and destroy vast 
areas of Indochina, and to create 
, millions of refugees in the area. 

' "Ralph Stavins, assisted by Canta 
Rian. John Berkowitz, George Pipkin, 
and Brian Eden, conducted more than 
300 interviews in the course of this 
study. Among those interviewed 
were many Presidential advisers to 
Kennedy and Johnson, generals and 
admirals, middle level bureaucrats who 
occupied strategic positions in the 
national security bureaucracy, and offi- 
cial’s, military and civilian, who carried 


closely connected. Of- the spreading 
Viet Cong network the CIA noted: 

Local recruits and sympathetic or 
intimidated villagers have enhanced 
Viet Cong control and influence 
over increasing areas of the coun- 
’ tryside. For example, more than ■ 
one-half of the entire rural region 
south and southwest of Saigon, as 
well as some areas to the north, 
are under considerable Communist 
control. Some of these areas are in 
effect denied to all government 
authority not immediately backed > 
by substantia! armed force. The 
Viet Cong’s strength encircles Sai- 
gon and has recently begun to 
move closer in the city. 

The people were not opposing these 
recent advances by the Viet Cong; if 


' out the policy in the field in Vietnam, anything, they seemed to be support 
, • «vi number of informants backed up 
their oral statements with documents 
iti their possession , . including informal 
* minutes of meetings, 'as well as por- 
tions of the official documentary rec- 
ord now known as the “Pentagon 
Papers Our information is drawn not, 
only from the Department of Defense, 
but also from the White House, the ^ 

Department of State , and the Central 
Intelligence Agency." 

The study is being published in two 
volumes. The first, which includes the. 
article below, will be published early in 


ing them. The failure to rally the 
people against the Viet Cong was laid 
to Diem’s dictatorial rule:' 

There has been an increasing dis- 
position within official circles and 
the army to question Diem’s abili- 
ty to lead in this period. Many 
feel that he is unable to rally the 
■ people in the fight against the 
Communists because of his .reli- 
ance on virtual one-man rule, his 
tolerance of corruption extending 
even to his immediate entourage, 
and his refusal to relax a rigid 
system of public controls. 


August. The second will appear in 
May, 1972. • ' (The CIA.referred to' the attempted coup 

♦The study is the responsibility of its -against Diem that had - been 'led by 
authors and does not necessarily reflect 

the views of the Institute, its trustees, STATINTL 

or fellows. ... J J 


■General 

concluded that another coup was likely. 
'In spite of the. gains by the Viet Cong, 
they predicted that the next attempt to 
overthrow Diem would originate with 
the army and' the non-Communist 
opposition. 

The Communists would like to 
initiate and control a coup against 
Diem, and their armed and sub- 
versive operations including united 
front efforts are directed toward 
this purpose. It is more likely, 
however, that any coup attempt 
which occurs over the next year or 
so will ' originate among non- 
Communist elements, perhaps a 
combination of disgruntled civilian ■ 
officials 'and oppositionists and 
army dements, broaden 'than those 
involved in the November attempt. 

In view of the broadly based opposi- 
tion to Diem’s regime and his virtual 
reliance on one-man rule, it was unlike- 
ly that he would initiate any reform 
measures that would sap the strength 
of the revolutionaries. Whether reform 
was conceived as widening the political 
base of the regime, which Diem would 
not agree to,- or whether it was to 
consist of an intensified counter- 
insurgency program, something the 
people would not support, it had 
become painfully clear to Washington 
. that reform was not the path to 
victory. But' victory was the goal, and 
Kennedy called upon Deputy Secretary 
of Defense Roswell Gilpatric to draw 
up the- victory plans. On April 20, 
1961, Kennedy asked Gilpatric to: 

a) Appraise the current status and 
future prospects of the Communist 
drive to dominate South Vietnam. 

b) Recommend a series of actions 
(military, political, and/or econom- 
ic, overt and/or covert) which will 
prevent- Communist domination of 
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By LINDA C; 

William P. Buckley Jr., the 
publisher of National Pc view, 
acknowledged yesterday that 
the; magazine’s published col- 
lection of “highly classified 
documents” was a hoax. It had 
fooled a largo segment of the 
American news media. 

The disclosure that “The 
Secret Papers” on Vietnam 
were in fact an intricate spoof 
was made , by Mr. Buckley at 
an afternoon news conference, 

“Wc admit we proceeded in 
something 'of an ethical vacu- 
um,” Fir. Buckley said while 
conceding that the magazine’s 
editors had composed the “doc- 
uments" in their office. 

But, smiling broadly, he said 
that one reason for this hoax 
had been to demonstrate— in 
the aftermath of The Ne.w York 
Times’s publication of a series: 
based on a Pentagon study of 
the Vietnam war-— “that forged 
documents would bo widely ac- 
cepted as genuine provided 
' | their content was inherently 
plausible.” 

Many major ■ newspapers 
gave prominent display on 
Tuesday and’ yesterday to arti- 
cles about the National Review, 
“documents.” The two major 
news agencies ■— United Press 
International and The Associ- 
ated Press — also distributed 
lengthy dispatches quoting 
from the “highly classified doc- 
uments,” as National Review 
described them. 

The Associated Press bulletin 

noting Mr. Buckley’s disclosure 
of the. hoax yesterday after- 
noon interrupted a straightfor- 
ward A.P. dispatch about the 
14 pages of “documents.” 

They dealt with “strategy' 

. and counterstrategy" in. Viet- 
nam between 1062 and 1066, 
according to National Review. 
The general impression con- 
veyed by the material was of 
United States officials, both 
civilian and military, seeking 
to avoid a. long-term involve-' 
inent in Southeast Asia. 

The “documents” included 
“memoranda” from Pentagon 
officials, a “private letter” at- 
tributed to a former Ambassa- 
dor to South Vietnam, several 
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Agency reports and a. “hand- 
written note” by Dean Rusk, 
who .v/as then Secretary of 
State. 

'They wc-re all, Mr. Buckley 
said on his arrival at Kennedy 
Internationa! Airport from Van- 
couver, British Columbia, “in 
fact composed last week, ex 
nihiio, in the offices of Na- 
tional Review." 

Public Statements Used 

At least some of the “docu- 
ments," however, were not 
composed ex nihiio— out of 
••nothing— -but ex New York 
Times " and the public, state- 
ments and writings of some of 
those given credit of author- 
ship in the magazine. 

The first two memorandums 
quoted in National Review 
were in fact excerpted from ac- 
tual memorandums printed by 
The Times in its scries in June 
and July about the secret Pen- 
tagon study of the Ar'-jrican 
role in Vietnam. 

The dates and attribution of 
several other “memoranda” 
•match the dates -of other actual 
documents also printed by The 
Times in its series. Throughout 
the documents, theie are both 
quoted phrases and clo-e para- 
phrases of material from the 
Pentagon papers. 

Only a few minutes, before 
Mr. Buckley’s 5 P.M. news co 
Terence, Daniel Z. Konkin, As- 
sistant Secretary of Defense for 
public Affairs, asked whether 
the department had readied an 
decision concerning the Na- 
tional Review documents, said: 
“All I can say is we’re still 
looking into it.”' 

A Dual Investigation 

Both the Pentagon and the 
Justice.' Department were in- 
vestigating the documents, Mr. 
1-Ienkin said, but “I don’t have 
a reading for you at the 
moment.” Earlier, a Justice De- 
partment spokesman said that 
the material was _ being 
reviewed by the internal 
security division “just as we 
reviewed the articles in The 
New York Times,. The Wash- 
ington Post, The St. Louis Post- 
Dispatch, The Boston Globe, 
and The I, os Angeles Times, to 
determine what they are and 
whether they are classified.” 

One of those identified by 
National Review asr having 
written a document was Prof. 
kJNL Trgaeuof 5fask 

Ini 1 " 


as the co-author, with Douglas 
Pike, of a "confidential memo- 
randum” on ‘‘The Structure and 
the Objectives of the ‘National 
Liberation Front’” for William 
Bundy, then, an Assistant! 
Secretary of State, in 10S4. 

Dr. Tragcr, first asked about 
the "memorandum” by The 
Times on Tuesday, said he could 
not bo sure whether lie and Mr. 
Pike might have written such 
a study. Yesterday, however, 
after reading it . himself, lie 
said: “I’m certain that’s pieced 
together” from writings and 
speeches of his own and Mr. 
Pike. 

An Uncertain Envoy 

One paragraph says that an 
element of the National libera- 
tion Force’s army is sometimes 
referred to “as the ‘hard lints’ 
(because of the fiberboard Viet* 
mir.h helmets worn).” Before 
Mr. Buckley’s admission, Dr. 
Tragcr Said: “I’m absolutely; 
convinced” that it v/as a spoof. 

Several of those credited with 
authorship seemed uncertain 
early yesterday whether they 
had, indeed, written the letters' 
cud memorandums. Elbridge 
Durbrow, the United States Am- 
bassador to South Vietnam 
from 1957 to 1881, said he 
could not verify— -or deny-— 
that. he had written, the “pri- 
vate letter” to Mr. Rusk, dated 
Aug. 10, I960, printed in Na- 
tional Review, 

“It’s what I think,” Mr. Dim- 
brow said, “f wrote lots ol 
letters to lots of people.” 

Tuesday night, Mr. Rusk also 
indicated uncertainty about, an 
ostensible “handwritten memo” 
of February',' 1965, attributed to 
him, about the .possibility _ of 
declaring -war on North Viet- 
nam or the National Liberation 
Front — the Vietcong. 

Another of the “authors” 
was Dr. Daniel J. Boorstin, the 
social historian who is director 
of the National Museum of 
History ancl Technology. Dr. 
Boorstin was credited with a 
“draft memorandum” written in 
1963, entitled “Protracted Con- 
flict and American Historical 
and Societal Character," dealing 
with r meeting of the “Com- 
mittee. of Historians and. Cul- 
tural Anthropologists. ” 

• In an .interview with . The 
Times Tuesday, Dr. Boorstin de- 
nied having written the “draft 
memorandum,” but said laugh- 
ingly that he believed its au- 
thor to be “Professor X” the 
“author” of a 1970 sociological 
spoof by Dr. Boorstin, “Tnc 
Sociology of the Absurd or: 
The Arufication of Professor X." 

Dr. Boorstin and others were 
called by The Times on Tues- 
day. James L. Greenfield, for- 



wc raw the magazine vve be- 
lieved its ‘documents’ were; a 
lioax. So we avoided describ- 
ing the contents in our story 
and tried to check with the so- 
called authors." 

■ Denial in Late Editions 

. The article in the idle edi- 
tions of The Times yesterday 
quoted Dr. Boorslin’s "denial,” 
his attribution, of the memo to 
“Professor X.” and the assump- 
tion, since verified, that ho was 
Professor X. It also quoted Dr. 
Tragcr as having expressed un- 
certainty about his confidential 
memorandum and noting that 
nothing in .it was classified in- 
formation. 

’ll vuicle also quoted Mr. 
Burt ley, who could not be 
reached directly, as having said 
through a spokesman that be 
was “hiding out 'where Daniel 
Ellsberg is.” In fact, Mr. Buck- 
ley, and his wife were visiting, 
her mother in Vancouver. 

Priscilla Buckley, the. manag- 
ing editor of the magazine, 
earlier denied that the “memo- 
randa” were a parody but had 
referred all questions to Mr. : 
Buckley’., f 

Officials of most of the news-- 
gathering organizations con- 
ceded that they had accepted 
the “secret papers” at. face 
value, with little or no attempt 
to check their authenticity'. 

Ben Bagdikian, national edi- 
tor of The Washington Post, 
which published -an "article by 
a staff writer, Don Oberdorfer, 
about the National Review 
documents” on its front page, 
said that The Post had fii'st 
seen the news on the wire serv- 
ices. Unable to find a copy of 
National Review at two local 
newsstands, Mr. Bagdikian said. 
The Post obtained a Xerox 
duplicate of the copy in Senator 
James L. Buckley’s office. The 
Senator is a brother of William 
and Priscilla Buckley. j 

•Went With What Wc Had’ ! 

Inquiries to National Re- 
view’s office, Mr. Bagdikian 
said, were met with the reply 
that only Mr. Buckley- could 
answer questions, and he was 
unavailable. “Wc- checked our 
own documents and had none 
that seemed -to be reflected in 
National Review,” Mr. Bag 
dikian said. 

The newspaper then “made, a 
pass at checking” the material 
with several of the purported 
authors and “then we went 
with what wc had,” be said. 

Robert Ilealy, executive ed- 
itor of The Boston Globe, which 
published the Washington Post- 
Los Angeles Times News Serv- 
ice version of Mr. Oberdorfer’s 
article on its front page yes- 
terday morning, said his paper, 
tjamnl Re 
mrnt5"agWnst its 
own Pentagon papers and went] 



STATINTL 


}•' **. ryj) y * * C' ft 
tv*Cvw>* \-i.X j/a’{ 


v >j X 


Approved For Release 2001 /03/M :JC!lAuRDP80-0160 


p'!i* ^ 

xy Ip 


A • '•) n n 

/ v \ A ■>, Yi'iVT» / ! -/•' <cv. ■ ■ 'r, 

j-i U'-J 


A-.^n 

' A •. ij 


nr 


T! 




I” ( J- *Th £5} T-T t h>T! 'si !| T ■! /Tftrvrr s «o* v; rri 

ill ^au-^c, -m> ciroj^iijCy y .kja V b 

rJ 


By Don Oberdorfer 
• AVeshlmrttm j»os.t S,t»rr v.’rllsr 

.NEW YORK, July SJ. — Vv’il-' 


.. ,, , . Buckley would not say 

ham l 1 . Buckley Jr. said today whether lie has any evidence' 
that, the “tup secret” govern- that such a recommendation 


of the Smithsonian's Nati 
Museum of History' and Tech- 
nology, told newsmen t h i s 
morning that Jie had not 
written the document ascribed 
to him by the National Rc-i 
vie v/. Repeated efforts to 
rcacii Boorslln Tuesday night, 
before publication of news 
articles oil the magazine dis- 
closures, were unsuccessful. 

But several of those named 
as authors of fake documents 
-—including former Secretary 



men l documents on the Viet-. wos actually made by the Joint 0 f «5fs»te Dean Busk, former 

ham war published in his P lue f® ° £ sta « or anyone else 
. t, „ , ' . jin. a high position in the Amer- 

magazine, Nutiomil 3i c\ i c w , j pj^p government. 


were a hoax designed “to clem- ; 


Secretary of State Dean Ache- 
son, and Prof. Prank Tr sger — 
were unable to say Tuesday 


j “It. is inconceivable to me ni«ht whether the documents 
onslratc . . . that forged docu- that there is nobody in the /tlributed to them were gen- 
ments would bo widely ac- Pentagon, CIA or While lIousev u jne. 

ceptocl as genuine provided j ' v * 10 ' ias the same analytical jr ew jf aiiy of the officials 

their content was inherently i T j , l ™" r cditor of or agencies named in Die docu-. 

nlmiHhii." - I Notional Review, We were pro- , n01lts ha d seen copies of the 

V • i- j posing those things seven jsJationa] Review, which could 

A subsidiary purpose, the! years ago, he said. not be found on newsstands jit 

National Review editor told a ! The conservative editor, col- Washington Tuesday. I 

news conference, was to prove umnist and television person- When’ copies did become 
that it was ‘'plausible” that a lily was smiling, joking and 
American officials had recoin- obviously 


enjoying the iime- 
lnended massive escalation in light of an airport press con- 
Yictnam, as favored by the ference to announce the hoax 
conservative magazine. .after flying in from the West 

Among other things, the; Coast, 
false ' documents “showed” i Buckley said the documents, 
! th at high-ranking U. S. cifii- • which tool; up J.4 pages of the 
'cials twice recommended use : current issue of the National 
of nuclear weapons in N’icl- j Hevicyv, were composed last 
inain in J 084-5. Headlined “The ; wec h > n the magazine's offices. 
! Secret Papers They Didn’t; sa ' d the idea for the hoax 
i Publish,” the documents had ’ s ^ uc ’ sprang “full-blown in my 
jbeen described by the maga- mind” and added dryly it was 
zinc yesterday as ‘fragments” <<an arduous challenge” to 
from extensive files made cm ,| l i a * e bureaucratic prose, 
■available to it by an unnamed 'Those who will want to 
'informant. question the methods we used 

I Buckley was asked today if m 01 . de r to make our demou- 
nt served any useful purpose station may proceed to do 
for American news services to so >” Ea > d Buckley, facing three 
toil the public and the world carner a crews and about 10 
on the basis of false docu- reporters. “We admit that we 
ments that, the U. S. govern- proceeded in somewhat of an 


ment had seriously considered 
using nuclear weapons in Viet- 
nam. 

“It seems to me quite clear, 
that the fact we have nuclear 
arms suggests that they ought 
to be used under certain cir- 
cumstances,” lie replied. 


ethical vacuum. 

“The Now York Times has 
.instructed us that it is per- 
missible to traffic, in stolen 
documents. But they have not 
yet instructed us on whether 
it is permissible to traffic, in 
forged documents,” he said. 
Buckley maintained that the 


I “Jf it could be demonstrated' failure of government agencies 
-that in 1085 a demonstration anf * former high officials lo 

drop [of 'nuclear- weapons] out- c , 1)al]eng ? lhc authenticity of 

, . 1T . . , ,/ the National Review papers 

side of Haipnong might spve was evidence of their “plans- 
thc lives of 45,000 American 


1 would suggest that it was a 
reasonable suggestion -for the 
Joint Chiefs to make,” 


ibility” as mere paraphrases 
of documents which do exist. 

There were denials before 
the Buckley news conference. 
Prof. Daniel Boorslin, director 
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copies 

available in government, of- 
ficials began to say they could 
not find such documents in 
their files, but they indicated 
they were planning extensive 
searches. 

The Washington Post got an 
advance copy of the National 
Review on Tuesday, from the. 
office, of the editor’s brother, 

Sen. James D. Buckley (C- 
N.Y.). Attached was a calling 
card from the senator's press 
secretary, Leonard Saffir. He: 
had written on it, “A journa- 
listic coup. Messrs. Buckley 
and Rusher (National Review 
publisher William A. Rusher) 
deserve Pulitzer Prizes.” 

Yesterday, Saffir said that 
he had thought, the documents 
were genuine and that his boss 
did not know anything about it 
since ho was away in Cali- 
fornia, Asked what he thought 
the hoax proved, Saffir said,. 

“Maybe it highlights the gulli-' 
bility of ' the press. Maybe it 
proves the press should be 
more probing.” 

At the press conference 
here, William JJuckloy ap- 
peared unconcerned about the 
potential impact of the hoax' 
on the credibility of his jour- 
nal, which claims Ho, 000 cir- 
culation. He said the “plausi- 
ble" hoax enhances, the Na- 
tional Review’s reputation for. 
analysis. , , . 

Buckley maintained Jus 
magazine’s “larger purposes” 
excused its publication of com 
cooled documents at least as 
much as the “larger purposes 
of major newspapers excused 
the publication of authentic 
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